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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response to the application and the preliminary 
amendment filed on 5 September 2003. 

This action is made Non-Final. 

2. Claims 1-27 have been cancelled by the Applicant. Claims 28-81 have been 
added. 

3. Claims 28-81 are pending. Claims 28, and 55 are pending. 

Priority 

4. Applicant's claim for the benefit of a prior-filed application under 35 U.S. C. 1 1 9(e) 
or under 35 U.S.C. 120, 121 , or 365(c) is acknowledged. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

5. The information disclosure statement filed 5 September 2003 fails to comply with 
the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97, 1.98 and MPEP § 609 because references listed under 
the Other Documents fail to indicate the pertinent page(s) for some of the references 
listed. It has been placed in the application file, but the information referred to therein 
has not been considered as to the merits. Applicant is advised that the date of any re- 
submission of any item of information contained in this information disclosure statement 
or the submission of any missing element(s) will be the date of submission for purposes 
of determining compliance with the requirements based on the time of filing the 
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statement, including all certification requirements for statements under 37 CFR 1.97(e). 
See MPEP § 609.05(a). 



Drawings 

6. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they include the following reference character(s) not mentioned in the 
description: 304, 436, 622, 682. Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 
1.121(d), or amendment to the specification to add the reference character(s) in the 
description in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(b) are required in reply to the Office action 
to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet 
should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, 
even if only one figure is being amended. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing 
date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" 
or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the 
examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in 
the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

7. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(4) 
because reference character "432" has been used to designate both 363 printed pages 
and tab page as it is written in the specification. Corrected drawing sheets in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should 
include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if 
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only one figure is being amended. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of 
an application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
8. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(4) 
because reference characters "433" and "432" in the specification have both been used 
to designate a tab page, reference characters ,, 434 n and "433" in the specification have 
both been used to designate 363 printed pages, reference characters "435" and "434" in 
the specification have both been used to designate 363 printed pages, and reference 
characters "436" and "435" in the specification have both been used to designate a 
back cover. Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required 
in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. Each drawing sheet 
submitted after the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as 
either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the 
changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of 
any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings 
will not be held in abeyance. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

9. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

10. Claims 54 and 81 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. Examiner is unable to find within the 
specification of the user interface not printing on some of the selected physical 
assembly components. 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

12. Claims 28-81 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

13. As per claims 28, and 55, the claim limitation recites "substantially arbitrary 
selection". Examiner is unsure what the Applicant by the use of the terminology within 
the claims, thus making it vague and indefinite. Therefore, throughout this Office action, 
Examiner view the terminology as "...selection." 

14. As per claims 49, and 76, the claim limitation recites "substantially arbitrary 
insert". Examiner is unsure what the Applicant by the use of the terminology within the 
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claims, thus making it vague and indefinite. Therefore, throughout this Office action, 
Examiner view the terminology as "...insert." 

15. Claims 28, 29, 39-44, 51, 55, 56, 66-71, and 78 recites the limitation "...the 
custom-design information". There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in 
the claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

16. Claims 28-32, 34, 36-38, 40, 42-46, 48-50, 52-53, 55-59, 61, 63-65, 67, 69-73, 
75-77, and 79-80 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Markovic 
et al (US Patent #7,047,490, filed 11/26/1997). 

As per independent claim 28, Markovic et al discloses a method comprising: 
• (a) providing a user interface that permits substantially arbitrary selection and 
arrangement of a variety of different physical assembly components for 
manufacturing an assembled document, thereby allowing a user to custom- 
design the assembled document; and (b) inputting the custom-design 
information via the user interface. (Column 4, lines 24-60, FIG 6): Using a 
virtual document assembly program, the user selects features and options to 
custom-design the assembled document including options of how the physical 
assembly components will look such as binding and the covers. 
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• (c) obtaining digital images of the physical assembly components specified in 
the custom-design information, at least to the extent of said digital images are 
needed to provided a desired view of the assembled document; (d) 
generating an image of the assembled document by combining the obtained 
digital images in a manner so as to simulate the desired view of the 
assembled document if the assembled document were to be physically 
produced according the custom-design information; and (e) causing the 
image of the assembled document to be displayed. (Column 4, line 60 - 
Column 5, lines 25; FIG 1, 2D-2F; Col 6, lines 7-35: After parameters have 
been selected, the parameters are added to the original document to modify 
the visual appearance to include the added parameters to a modified visual 
appearance of which the user desired.) 

As per dependent claim 29, Markovic et al discloses further comprising a step of 
responding to an edit command after the image has been displayed in step (e), by 
allowing a user to modify at least some of the custom-design information input in step 
(b) (Column 5, lines 26-33: May add, change or delete document assembly parameters 
after viewing) 

As per dependent claim 30, Markovic et al discloses further comprising a step of 
generating and displaying a new image based of the assembled document based on the 
modified custom-design information. (Column 5, lines 26-33; FIG 1: then view the 
modified augmented electronic document after updating the parameters) 
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As per dependent claim 31 . Markovic et al discloses wherein the user interface 
permits the user to custom-design at least one of the physical assembly as a set of 
printed-page images that have been generated using content from a source file 
provided by the user via the user interface. (FIG 1, Column 3, lines 35-51; Column 4, 
lines 4, lines 25-34 : The augment document assembled using user selected 
parameters by using the original source document that appears on the screen will look 
exactly how it will appear printed out. ) 

As per dependent claim 32, Markovic et al discloses the user interface permits 
the user to select a medium type for the printed-page images (Column 2, lines 34-36) 

As per dependent claim 34, Markovic et al discloses further comprising a step of 
responding to a user command selecting a different portion of the assembled document 
by obtaining and displaying a new image which simulates an appearance of said 
different portion of the assembled document (FIG 2D-F, Column 4, line 66 - Column 5, 
line 25: User has the option to view the front cover pages, interior pages, or the back 
cover pages.) 

As per dependent claim 36, Markovic et al discloses the user command is an 
instruction to turn to a specified page in the assembled document. ((FIG 2D,F, Column 
4, line 66 - Column 5, line 25: User has the option to turn to just the front cover page, or 
the back cover page) 

As per dependent claim 37, Markovic et al discloses wherein an object is stored 
for each physical assembly component, and wherein each object specifies a digital 
image, as well as other attributes, of its corresponding assembly component. (Column 
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5, lines 34-39; FIG 5, 86: The augments electronic document is stored on a mass 
storage device (Col 8, line 16-19) wherein the document contain pages (objects or 
digital images) with each page containing parameters are stored on the mass storage 
device. Column 4, line 66 - Column 5, line 25 discloses the attributes of each page that 
would be saved.) 

As per dependent claim 38, Markovic et al discloses wherein the image is 
generated in step (d) based upon stored relative position information and stored overlap 
information associated with the physical assembly components. (Column 4, lines 39-50 
discloses the use of adding binding properties to the document. A user can select 
parameters that adds images of hole punches or drill holes, and folding and cutting 
locations. Column 5, lines 1-25 discloses the use of graphics overlaying the digital 
images of the document, and may obscure portions of the text that may or may not be 
changed which are generated based on the selection of the parameters and displayed 
after chosen by the user (Column 4, lines 51-65). Thus, Markovic et al stores relative 
position information and stored overlap information. 

As per dependent claims 40, Markovic et al discloses further comprising a step of 
responding to a command to submit an order for the assembled document by 
transmitting the custom-design information to a processing facility. (Column 2, lines 47- 
58: User submits an instruction (or a order) to the document assembler (Col. 1, line 38- 
39) to print out an hard copy of the augment electronic document and assemble the 
hard copy document in accordance with the instructions for augmenting the document.) 
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As per dependent claim 42, Markovic et al discloses wherein the custom-design 
information includes where to bind the assembled document (Column 4, lines 39-50) 

As per dependent claim 43, Markovic et al discloses wherein the custom-design 
information includes an instruction to fold a page in the assembled document (Column 
4, lines 46-50; Column 7, line 60 - Column 8, line 3, Claim 29) 

As per dependent claim 44, Markovic et al discloses wherein the custom-design 
information specifies a type of physical assembly component and further comprising a 
step of automatically selecting a specific physical assembly component based on said 
type and based on a property of the assembled of the assembled document, as 
indicated from the custom-design information. (The user can select which type pf 
physical component to add (Column 4, 28-50). Once selected the computer 
automatically adds instructions to the document and augments the document to follow 
the parameters that were selected, (e.g. Column 3, lines 39-48)) 

As per dependent claim 45, Markovic et al discloses wherein the property is a 
dimension of the assembled document. (Column 5, lines 28-31, 62-65: a paper 
thickness is a dimension) 

As per dependent claim 46, Markovic et al discloses wherein the user interface 
permits the user to specify an ordered list of at least some of the physical assembly 
components, listing an order in which said at least some of physical assembly 
components are to appear in the assembled document (Column 6, lines 39-51 : A list is 
generated listing all the document assembly parameters wherein it contains 
components capable of appearing and are to appear when selected. It is inherently 
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known when a list is generated it is generated in one order or another such as a random 
order or by name. Thus, then the user can select the parameters from the list, which 
include adding binding or index tabs.) 

As per dependent claim 48, Markovic et al discloses wherein step (a) comprises 
providing a set of available physical assembly components that include at least two of: a 
binding, a front cover, a back cover, and a tab page. (Column 4, lines 28-50; binding, 
covers, tab page) 

As per dependent claim 49, Markovic et al discloses wherein step (a) comprises 
providing a set of available physical assembly components that include sheets of 
different media types, and wherein the user interface permits the user to substantially 
arbitrarily insert said sheets of said different media types into the assembled document. 
(Column 4, lines 37-39: endpapers, interleaved blank sheets, and index tabs) 

As per dependent claim 50, Markovic et al discloses the user interface permits 
the user to specify custom printing on at least some of the physical assembly 
components. (Column 4, lines 28-34) 

As per dependent claim 52, and 53, Markovic et al discloses wherein the user 
interface permits the user to select an attribute for at least one of the selected physical 
assembly components wherein the attribute is color. (Column 5, lines 28-30, 62-65, 
Claim 23) 

As per independent claim 55, Claim 55 recites similar limitations as in Claim 28, 
and is similarly rejected under rationale. 
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As per dependent claim 56, Claim 56 recites similar limitations as in Claim 29, 
and is similarly rejected under rationale. 

As per dependent claim 57, Claim 57 recites similar limitations as in Claim 30, 
and is similarly rejected under rationale. 

As per dependent claim 58, Claim 58 recites similar limitations as in Claim 31, 
and is similarly rejected under rationale. 

As per dependent claim 59, Claim 59 recites similar limitations as in Claim 32, 
and is similarly rejected under rationale. 

As per dependent claim 61, Claim 61 recites similar limitations as in Claim 34, 
and is similarly rejected under rationale. 

As per dependent claim 63, Claim 63 recites similar limitations as in Claim 36, 
and is similarly rejected under rationale. 

As per dependent claim 64, Claim 64 recites similar limitations as in Claim 37, 
and is similarly rejected under rationale. 

As per dependent claim 65, Claim 65 recites similar limitations as in Claim 38, 
and is similarly rejected under rationale. 

As per dependent claim 67, Claim 67 recites similar limitations as in Claim 40, 
and is similarly rejected under rationale. 

As per dependent claim 69, Claim 69 recites similar limitations as in Claim 42, 
and is similarly rejected under rationale. 

As per dependent claim 70, Claim 70 recites similar limitations as in Claim 43, 
and is similarly rejected under rationale. 
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As per dependent claim 71 , Claim 71 recites similar limitations as in Claim 44, 
and is similarly rejected under rationale. 

As per dependent claim 72, Claim 72 recites similar limitations as in Claim 45, 
and is similarly rejected under rationale. 

As per dependent claim 73, Claim 73 recites similar limitations as in Claim 46, 
and is similarly rejected under rationale. 

As per dependent claim 75, Claim 75 recites similar limitations as in Claim 48, 
and is similarly rejected under rationale. 

As per dependent claim 76, Claim 76 recites similar limitations as in Claim 49, 
and is similarly rejected under rationale. 

As per dependent claim 77, Claim 77 recites similar limitations as in Claim 50, 
and is similarly rejected under rationale. 

As per dependent claim 79, Claim 79 recites similar limitations as in Claim 52, 
and is similarly rejected under rationale. 

As per dependent claim 80, Claim 80 recites similar limitations as in Claim 53, 
and is similarly rejected under rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

17. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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18. Claims 33, 35, 39, 44, 47, 51, 54, 60, 62, 66, 68, 74, 78, and 81 rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Markovic et al (US Patent #7,047,490, 
filed 11/26/1997). 

As per dependent claim 33, Markovic et al fails to specifically disclose wherein 
the user interface provides the user an ability to designate only a portion of the source 
file for generating the set of printed-page images. However, Markovic et al discloses 
that once the source document has been created, the user converts the source 
document into a PDF document by using the "print to PDF" option process by use of 
Acrobat products and/or methods, which is then opened by the virtual document 
assembly program. (Column 4, lines 8-23) It was well-known to one of ordinary skill at 
the time of Applicant's invention that when a user decides print the source document 
either to a printer or to a PDF file, that the user has the ability set the page range of 
which pages the user wishes to print. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to have modified Markovic et al's invention with the ability to set 
the page range for print a document since it would provide the ability of the user of 
printing information that is needed as a hard copy or to PDF without wasting additional 
paper, or increasing performance cost of computer resources. 

As per dependent claim 35, Markovic et al fails to discloses wherein the user 
command is an instruction to turn a single page. However, Markovic et al discloses that 
the augment document is a PDF file and the virtual document assembly program uses a 
PDF file editor. (Column 5, lines 38-40; Col 6, lines 8-11) It was well-known in the art 
that at the time of the invention that PDF viewers/editors such as Adobe Acrobat 
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includes the ability to turn to the next page of a PDF document file. Thus, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of Applicant's invention to 
have modified Markovic et al invention of being able to view PDF files in a PDF file 
viewer/editor with a turn to the next page option since it would allow the user to be able 
to flip through the document at the user's pace with just one easy accessible option of 
hitting the next page function. 

As per dependent claim 39, Markovic et al fails to specifically disclose if its 
possible to create an assembled document specified by the custom-design information 
and outputting an error message if it is not possible. However, it was well-known in the 
art at the time of Applicant's invention that error notification occurs wherein character or 
information inputted that does not agree within the programming of the software or 
within the computer system such as file permissions or authorization. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of Applicant's invention to 
have implemented an error message notification to prevent a user from augmenting a 
protected document and/or allowing the user to be inform if he or she is able to use the 
inputs that was inputted. 

As per dependent claim 41 , Markovic et al discloses the computer system 
communications may connect to another computer through an internetwork link. 
(Column 6, lines 2-6)However, Markovic et al fails to specifically disclose wherein the 
custom-design information is transmitted via an internet connection. However, it was 
well-known at the time of Applicant's invention to have transmitted data information 
through computers regardless of their location using an internetwork connection. It 
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would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of Applicant 
invention to have use an internet connection with Markovic et al's invention since it 
provides quicker distribution and less time for distributing data among others. 

As per dependent claim 47, Claim 47 recites similar limitations as in Claim 46, 
and is similarly rejected under rationale. Furthermore, Markovic et al fails to specifically 
disclose wherein the user interface permits the user to alter the order in which said at 
least some of the physical assembly components are to appear in the assembled 
document. However, it was well-known to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention that computer generated list of any files may include the file name, 
file size, file created date, etc wherein a user can reorganize the order listed by size or 
by date since it would have provided the benefit to Markovic of allowing flexible ease for 
searching by locating the file using its attributes or properties. 

As per dependent claim 51, Markovic et discloses inserting index tab pages 
(column 4, 37-39); however, fails to specifically discloses specifies text to be included 
on a tab located on the tab page. However, it was well-known in the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention for text to be included on the tab of a tab page since it provided the 
ability for the user to label different sections of a document, and have an easier access 
to view a particular section by using a tab page. 

As per dependent claim 54, Markovic et al fails to specifically disclose wherein 
the user interface does not permit printing on at least some of the selected physical 
assembly components. However, Markovic et al discloses the insertion of interleaved 
blank pages. (Column 4, lines 37-39) It would have obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
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art at the time of Applicant's invention that a user would not be able to print on the 
interleaved blank sheets since the intended purpose for a blanked sheet is to be blank 
wherein the user can use as a divider between pages in a document. 

As per dependent claim 60, Claim 60 recites similar limitations as in Claim 33, 
and is similarly rejected under rationale. 

As per dependent claim 62, Claim 62 recites similar limitations as in Claim 35, 
and is similarly rejected under rationale. 

As per dependent claim 66, Claim 66 recites similar limitations as in Claim 39, 
and is similarly rejected under rationale. 

As per dependent claim 68, Claim 68 recites similar limitations as in Claim 41 , 
and is similarly rejected under rationale. 

As per dependent claim 74, Claim 74 recites similar limitations as in Claim 47, 
and is similarly rejected under rationale. 

As per dependent claim 78, Claim 78 recites similar limitations as in Claim 51, 
and is similarly rejected under rationale. 

As per dependent claim 81 , Claim 81 recites similar limitations as in Claim 54, 
and is similarly rejected under rationale. 

Double Patenting 

19. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting rejection is appropriate where the conflicting claims 
are not identical, but at least one examined application claim is not patentably distinct 



Application/Control Number: 10/655,746 



Page 18 



Art Unit: 2178 

from the reference claim(s) because the examined application claim is either anticipated 
by, or would have been obvious over, the reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 
F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 11 F.3d 1046, 29 
USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Long!, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 
1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 
F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 
USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) or 1.321(d) 
may be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory 
double patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown to 
be commonly owned with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of 
activities undertaken within the scope of a joint research agreement. 

Effective January 1 , 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 
37 CFR 3.73(b). 

20. Claims 28-81 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-69 of U.S. 
Patent #6,616,702. An obviousness-type double patent rejection is appropriate where 
the conflicting claims are not identical, but an examined application claim not is 
patentably distinct from the reference claims because the examined claims are either 
anticipated by, or would have been obvious over the reference claims. See, e.g., In re 
Berg, 140 F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 11 F.3d 1046, 
29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 
1985). Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patently distinct 
from each other because claim 28, and 55 are generic to the method and computer- 
readable medium recited in claims 1 and 31, respectively, of U.S. Patent #6,616,072. 
That is, claim 28, and 55 are anticipated by claims 1, and 31, of US Patent 6,616,072. 
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21 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• Anderson et al (US Patent #5,903,905): Discloses the ability to construct and 

display a preview of a document that provides an accurate customized 

document. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David Faber whose telephone number is 571-272-2751. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 8am to 430pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong, can be reached on 571-272-4124. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electrode 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



David Faber 
Patient Examiner 
AU2178 C^l^ 



